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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 



The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 



Claims 1, 2, 4 - 6, 12, 13, 15 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 
being anticipated by Gay et al., U.S. Patent No. 5,577,189. 

As per claim 1, Gay et al. ("Gay") teaches a method of resizing a graphical user 
interface of a computer software application, the graphical user interface having at least 
one graphical user interface element disposed thereon, comprising the steps of: 

altering the size of the graphical user interface dynamically to a selected size 
during running of the computer software application (see Gay, column 8, lines 33 - 36); 

notifying a graphical user interface control module that the graphical user 
interface is being resized to the selected size (see Gay, column 8, lines 39 - 47); 

notifying the graphical user interface element that it is to be repositioned on the 
graphical user interface according to a set of rules governing the position of graphical 
user interface elements on the graphical user interface (see Gay, column 8, lines 39 - 



States. 
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47; it is inherent that the graphical applications program is notified of the resize and 
repositioning of the graphical user interface element); 

repositioning the graphical user interface element according to the set of rules 
(see Gay, column 8, lines 55 - 59; the examiner interprets a relationship between 
elements and the distribution frame as a set of rules); and 

displaying the graphical user interface (see Gay, column 3, lines 58 - 61). 

As per claim 2, which is dependent on claim 1, Gay teaches the method of claim 
1 (see rejection above). Gay further teaches the method of Claim 1, whereby the step 
of repositioning the graphical user interface element according to the set of rules, 
includes 

maintaining the graphical user interface element in the same relative position on 
the graphical user interface after the graphical user interface has been resized, as a 
position of the graphical user interface element prior to altering the size of the graphical 
user interface to the selected size (see Gay, figures 8A and 8B, items 96 and 97 and 
column 8, lines 29 - 32 and 36 - 40; it is inherent that items 97 remain in the same 
position after the distribution frame has been resized). 

As per claim 4, which is dependent on claim 1, Gay teaches the method of claim 
1 (see rejection above). Gay further teaches the method of Claim 1, whereby the step 
of displaying the graphical user interface, includes the steps of, 

constructing a bitmap of the graphical user interface according the selected size; 
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positioning the graphical user interface element on the bitmap according to the 
set of rules; and 

designating the bitmap for display (see Gay, column 3, lines 49-61; it is 
inherent that a bitmap reflecting the values stored of graphical elements is constructed 
before display). 

As per claim 5, which is dependent on claim 1 , Gay teaches the method of claim 
1 (see rejection above). Gay further teaches the method of Claim 1, whereby the step 
of notifying, the graphical user interface element that it is to be repositioned, includes 
the steps of: 

altering the graphical user interface element in response to altering the size of 
the graphical user interface (see Gay, column 8, lines 40 - 47). 

As per claim 6, which is dependent on claim 1 , Gay teaches the method of claim 
1 (see rejection above). Gay further teaches the method of Claim 5, whereby the step 
of altering the graphical user interface element, includes the step of. 

altering the size of the graphical user interface element (see gay, column 8, lines 
40-47). 



As per claim 12, it is of similar scope to claim 1 and is rejected under the same 
rationale as claim 1 (see rejection above). 
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As per claim 13, it is of similar scope to claim 2 and is rejected under the same 
rationale as claim 2 (see rejection above). 

As per claim 15, it is of similar scope to claim 4 and is rejected under the same 
rationale as claim 4 (see rejection above). 

As per claim 16, it is of similar scope to claim 5 and is rejected under the same 
rationale as claim 5 (see rejection above). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



Claims 3 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Gay et al., U.S. Patent No. 5,577,189 in view of Argiolas, U.S. Patent No. 5,815,151. 
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As per claim 3, which is dependent on claim 1 , Gay teaches the method of claim 
1 (see rejection above). Gay does not teach the method of Claim 1 , whereby the step 
of repositioning the graphical user interface element according to the set of rules, 
includes placing the graphical user interface element in a different relative position on 
the graphical user interface after the graphical user interface has been resized, as a 
position of the graphical user interface element prior to altering the size of the graphical 
user interface to the selected size according to the set of rules as applied to the resized 
graphical user interface. 

Argiolas teaches a method whereby the step of repositioning the graphical user 
interface element according to the set of rules, includes placing the graphical user 
interface element in a different relative position on the graphical user interface after the 
graphical user interface has been resized, as a position of the graphical user interface 
element prior to altering the size of the graphical user interface to the selected size 
according to the set of rules as applied to the resized graphical user interface (see 
Argiolas, figures 4a and 4b, and column 3, lines 52 - 58 and column 4, lines 9 - 15; it is 
inherent that when the window is resized the relative position of the graphical elements 
contained within are not moved, only focus is changed, therefore their relative positions 
to the window are different after resizing according to the rules as applied to the resized 
graphical user interface). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to incorporate the method of Argiolas with the method of Gay in 
order to allow a user to maintain a stable focus on graphical elements displayed within a 
window. 



m 
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As per claim 14, it is of similar scope to claim 3 and is rejected under the same 
rationale as claim 3 (see rejection above). 

Claims 7 -9, 11, 17, 18, and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Gay et al., U.S. Patent No. 5,577,189 in view of Owings, U.S. Patent 
No. 6,335,743. 

As per claim 7, which is dependent on claim 1, Gay teaches the method of claim 
1 (see rejection above). Gay does not teach the method of Claim 1, whereby the 
graphical user interface is a dialog window for providing access to functionality of the 
computer software application. Owings teaches a method of resizing a graphical user 
interface whereby the graphical user interface is a dialog window for providing access to 
functionality of the computer software application (see Owings, column 2, lines 16-18). 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to incorporate the method of Owings with the method of Gay in order to allow a 
developer to set how controls in a dialog window are to move upon resizing of the 
window. 



As per claim 8, which is dependent on claim 1, Gay teaches the method of claim 
1 (see rejection above). Gay does not teach the method of Claim 1, whereby the 
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graphical user interface element includes a plurality of controls disposed on the 
graphical user interface. Owings teaches a method of resizing a graphical user 
interface whereby the graphical user interface element includes a plurality of controls 
disposed on the graphical user interface (see Owings, column 2, lines 16-18). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
incorporate the method of Owings with the method of Gay in order to provide controls in 
the window which will be resized or moved when the window is resized. 

As per claim 9, Gay teaches a method of resizing a frame of a computer software 
application, the frame having a plurality of elements disposed thereon, comprising the 
steps of: 

running the computer software application; 
altering the size of the frame dynamically by user action to a selected size while the 
computer software application is running (see Gay, column 8, lines 29 - 36); 
notifying a manager module that the frame is being resized to the selected size (see 
column 8, lines 38 - 40; the examiner interprets a graphical applications program as a 
frame manager module); 

notifying each of the plurality of elements that it is to be repositioned on the frame 
according to a set of rules governing the position of elements on the frame (see Gay, 
column 8, lines 55 - 58; it is inherent that the elements are notified if they are moved or 
resized); 

repositioning the plurality of elements according to the set of rules (see Gay, 
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column 8, lines 55 - 58); and 

displaying the frame (see Gay, column 3, lines 58 - 61 ). 

Gay does not teach a method of resizing a dialog window of a computer software 
application, the dialog window having a plurality of controls disposed thereon. Owings 
teaches a method of resizing a dialog window of a computer software application, the 
dialog window having a plurality of controls disposed thereon (see Owings, column 2, 
lines 16-18). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to incorporate the method of Owings with the method of Gay in order to 
provide controls in the window which will be resized or moved when the window is 
resized. 

As per claim 11, which is dependent on claim 9, Gay and Owings teach the 
method of claim 9 (see rejection above). Gay further teaches the method of Claim 9, 
whereby the step of displaying the dialog window, includes the steps of, 

constructing a bitmap of the dialog window according the selected size; 

positioning the plurality of controls on the bitmap according to the set of rules; 

and 

designating the bitmap for display (see Gay, column 3, lines 49-61; it is 
inherent that a bitmap reflecting the values stored of graphical elements is constructed 
before display). 



As per claim 17, Gay teaches a system for resizing a frame of a computer 
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software application, the frame having a plurality of elements disposed thereon, 
comprising: 

a computer operating system operative to run the computer software application 
(see Gay, column 3, lines 23 - 25); 

a manager module operative to alter the size of the frame to a selected size in 
response to user action while the computer software application is running (see column 
8, lines 38 - 40; the examiner interprets a graphical applications program as a manager 
module); 

the computer operating system further operative to notify a manager module that 
the frame is being resized to the selected size (see Gay, column 3, lines 42 - 44; it is 
inherent that the operating system notifies the user interface of the graphical 
applications program of user actions, including resizing a frame); 

the manager module further operative to notify each of the plurality of elements 
that it is to be repositioned on the dialog window according to a set of rules governing 
the position of elements on the frame (see Gay, column 8, lines 43 - 46); 

an autolayout module operative to communicate to the manager module to 
reposition the plurality of elements according to the set of rules (see Gay, column 4, 
lines 13 - 15; the examiner interprets a constraint engine as an autolayout module); and 

the operating system further operative to display the frame (see Gay, column 3, 
lines 58-61). 

Gay does not teach a system for resizing a dialog window of a computer software 
application, the dialog window having a plurality of controls disposed thereon. Owings 
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teaches a system for resizing a dialog window of a computer software application, the 
dialog window having a plurality of controls disposed thereon (see Owings, column 2, 
lines 16-18). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to incorporate the method of Owings with the method of Gay in order to 
provide controls in the window which will be resized or moved when the window is 
resized. 

As per claim 18, which is dependent on claim 17, Gay and Owings teach the 
method of claim 17 (see rejection above). Gay further teaches the system of Claim 17, 
whereby the autolayout module is further operative to maintain the plurality of controls in 
the same relative position on the dialog window after the dialog window has been 
resized, as a position of the plurality of controls prior to altering the size of the dialog 
window to the selected size (see Gay, figures 8A and 8B, items 96 and 97 and column 
8, lines 29 - 32 and 36 - 40; it is inherent that items 97 remain in the same position 
after the distribution frame has been resized). 

As per claim 20, which is dependent on claim 17, Gay and Owings teach the 
method of claim 17 (see rejection above). Gay further teaches the system of Claim 17, 
whereby the dialog manager module is further operative; 

to construct a bitmap of the dialog window according the selected size; to 
position the plurality of controls on the bitmap according a repositioning of the plurality 
of controls performed by the autolayout module; and 
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to designate the bitmap for display by the operating system (see Gay, column 3, 
lines 49-61; it is inherent that a bitmap reflecting the values stored of graphical 
elements is constructed before display). 



Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Gay et 
al M U.S. Patent No. 5,577,189 in view of Owings, U.S. Patent No. 6,335,743 as applied 
to claim 9 above, and further in view of Thomson, U.S. Patent No. 5,682,487. 

As per claim 10, which is dependent on claim 9, Gay and Owings teach the 
method of Claim 9 (see rejection above). Gay does not teach the method of Claim 9, 
whereby the step of repositioning the plurality of controls according to the set of rules, 
includes specifying a plurality of frames, each frame representing a region within the 
dialog window, the frames forming a hierarchical tree of frames, the tree of frames 
including at least one parent frame having at least one associated child frame, wherein 
a region represented by each parent frame encloses a region represented by its 
associated child frame, each of the plurality of controls having an associated frame; 
determining a minimum size of each child frame; determining a minimum size of each 
parent frame based on the minimum sizes of its child frames; determining a position for 
each parent frame; determining a position of each child frame based on the position of 
its parent frame; determining a size and position of each of the plurality of controls, 
based on the determined size and position of its their associated frames; and 
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designating for display with the dialog window each of the plurality of controls according 
to their size and position. 

Thomson teaches a method of resizing a dialog box whereby a step of 
repositioning the plurality of controls according to the set of rules includes 

specifying a plurality of frames, each frame representing a region within the 
dialog window, the frames forming a hierarchical tree of frames, the tree of frames 
including at least one parent frame having at least one associated child frame, wherein 
a region represented by each parent frame encloses a region represented by its 
associated child frame, each of the plurality of controls having an associated frame (see 
Thomson, column 4, lines 57 - 65; the examiner interprets a widget as a frame and it is 
inherent that each control of the dialog box is associated to a widget); 

determining a minimum size of each child frame (see Thomson, column 6, lines 
6 - 11; it is inherent that the size of the view determines the size of the image to be 
displayed in a widget, and therefore the minimum size of the widget); 

determining a minimum size of each parent frame based on the minimum sizes 
of its child frames (see Thomson, column 6, lines 14-20; it is inherent that when the 
size of the view is 33% then the minimum size of the top most widget will be determined 
by the minimum sizes of the child widgets to be displayed at 33%); 

determining a position for each parent frame; 

determining a position of each child frame based on the position of its parent 
frame (see Thomson, figure 7, items 710 - 740 and column 5, lines 14 - 21; it is 
inherent that the position of the child frames depends on the position of the parent 



flB) 
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frame because different dialog windows representing different devices are displayed at 
different locations in figure 7, and all corresponding frames are displayed inside their 
corresponding parent frames); 

determining a size and position of each of the plurality of controls, based on the 
determined size and position of its their associated frames (see Thomson, column 5, 
lines 10-13 and column 6, lines 6 - 1 1 ; it is inherent that the controls are displayed as 
widgets with a certain size of a photo-realistic images); and 

designating for display with the dialog window each of the plurality of controls 
according to their size and position (see Thomson, figure 7, items 710 - 740, and 
column 5, lines 14-21). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate the method of Thomson with the method of Gay and Owings in 
order to provide a consistent view of a resized dialog window. 



Claim 19 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Gay et 
al., U.S. Patent No. 5,577,189 in view of Owings, U.S. Patent No. 6,335,743 as applied 
to claim 17 above, and further in view of Argiolas, U.S. Patent No. 5,815,151. 

As per claim 19, which is dependent on claim 17, Gay and Owings teach the 
method of claim 17 (see rejection above). Gay does not teach the system of Claim 17, 
whereby the autolayout module is further operative to maintain the plurality of controls in 
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a different relative position on the dialog window and each of the plurality of controls in a 
different relative position to each other on the dialog window after the dialog window has 
been resized, as a position of the plurality of controls prior to altering the size of the 
dialog window to the selected size according to the set of rules as applied to the resized 
graphical user interface. 

Argiolas teaches maintaining the plurality of graphical elements in a different 
relative position on the dialog window and each of the plurality of controls in a different 
relative position to each other on the dialog window after the dialog window has been 
resized, as a position of the plurality of controls prior to altering the size of the dialog 
window to the selected size according to the set of rules as applied to the resized 
graphical user interface (see Argiolas, figures 4a and 4b, and column 3, lines 52 - 58 
and column 4, lines 9 - 15; it is inherent that when the window is resized the relative 
position of the graphical elements contained within are not moved, only focus is 
changed, therefore their relative positions to the window are different after resizing 
according to the rules as applied to the resized graphical user interface). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to incorporate 
the method of Argiolas with the method of Gay in order to allow a user to maintain a 
stable focus on graphical elements displayed within a window. 



Conclusion 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Umar Arshad whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
0329. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 9am - 5:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine L Kincaid can be reached on (703) 308-0640. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 



Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



872-9306. 
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